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The problem. t h i s  study examined the effects  of family type upon 
self-esteem in adolescent males. In addition, the study examined male 
adolescents' activi  t ies ,  time spent wi t h  fr iends,  parental pun1 shrnent 
and how long these adolescents have been living in a stepfamily or 
mother-only family. 
Procedure. The sample consisted of 121 ma1 e adolescents from in- 
t a c t  families, 37 male adolescents from stepfather families and 59 male 
adolescents in mother-only fami l ies .  Two instruments were used: 
f a )  the Piers-Harri s Self-Concept Test; { b )  a general questionnaire con- 
s i s t ing  of 45 questions concerninq ac t iv i t i e s ,  time spent a t  home, kinds 
of punishment and w h o  they were presently l iving with. 
Findings. An analysis of variance on the data obtained from the 
Piers-Harri s Self-Concept Test indicated tha t  there were no siqni f icant  
differences in self-esteem of early adolescent males as a function of 
family type. There was a devef opmental difference on three of the sub- 
scales  of the Piers-Harris Self-Concept Scale. Resul t s  of the activi  t y  
questionnaire revealed younger males spending more time a t  home with 
mother, and older adolescents reported spending more time with friends. 
The 13- and 14-year olds reported mother punishing more freauentfy than 
the 11- and 12-year olds. Significant family type differences were 
found between the father-absent (mother-only) family and other family 
types in tha t  adolescents in father-absent families reported more i n -  
vol vement in school extra-curricular activi  t i e s  and youth clubs, The 
other family type di fference was adolescents of stepfather fami 1 i es re- 
portincl l e s s  frequently that  best friends had met their  rnott?ers. 
Conclusion. The resu l t s  of th is  study provide us with a somewhat 
more positive picture than previous studies on the problems in adoles- 
cent  males due t o  family tyne, 
Recomwndations. Stepfarnil i es ,  father-absent families and in tac t  
famil i es shou7 4 be extensively studied t o  detect differences in family 
types. Also, specific aae groups of family types should he investigated 
t o  find i f  differences are f o u n d  in the aqe qroup or family. 
CHAPTER I INTRODUCTION 
Stepfamilies with one or more divorced parents are  society 's  new 
family unit. I n  early American history, parental replacement was due 
1 arqely t o  a  prevailing h i q h  mortality ra te  (Gr i f f i  t h ,  3.980). However, 
since 1920, parental replacement i s  the resu l t  of a  steadily increasing 
divorce rate.  As the incidence of remarriage followi nq divorce remains 
high, there i s  an increasing need t o  examine the unique character is t ics  
of the remarriage family. As Furstenberg and Spanier (1984)  remarked: 
"The h i g h  ra tes  of mortality meant tha t  marriaqes were re- 
placed rather than rearranqed: Parents were removed rather  
than appended. M i l e  i t  i s  useful t o  recoqnize tha t  hiqh 
r a t e s  of family dissolution and reconstitution are  not un-  
precedented, the paral le ls  w i t h  the past can be misleading. 
Patterns of remarriaqe a f t e r  divorce represent recent ins t i tu-  
tional innovations rather than historical conti nuities." 
f Furstenberq & Spanier, 1984 p 35). 
A stepfamily i s  born of loss. A stepfamily i s  formed because of 
the dissolution of the nuclear couple unit ,  e i ther  by death or divorce. 
I t  i s  the remarriage of a hioloqical parent tha t  resu l t s  in the step- 
family. A second major loss for a l l  of the family members i s  the loss  
or change of the oriqinal family relationship, with i t s  traditional 
norms and clear  expectations. The stenfamily, when i t  5s formed, moves 
in to  larqely uncharted te r r i tory .  There are n o  clearly s e t  rules,  roles  
or expectations for step relationships (Einstein, 1985). There are an 
estimated 10 million children under 18 7ivinq with a bioloqical parent 
and stepparent or tdi t h  two narents who were remarried, representing 
about one-sixth of a1 f chi1 dren unfier 18 years of age (Cherline R 
McCarthy, 1983). Prosen a n d  Farmer (1982) reported t h a t  every year one- 
half million adults become stepparents. They further project t h a t  by 
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1990 the stepfamily could well he the norm. Two recent studies tha t  in- 
cluded chi1 c h ~  of divorce and separation i ndi cate tha t  the proporti on 
of chil dren who will experience parental divorce in the i r  l ives  will be 
a t  l e a s t  two f ive (Furstenberq, e t .  a l . ,  1983; Bumpass, 1983). Over 
ha1 f of these chil dren wi l l  see the parent wi t h  whom they l ive marry. 
Thus, about one chit d in four will qrow u p  having more than two parents 
(Furstenberg & Spanier, 1484). 
Among the families of remarried mothers an estimated 70% of the 
chil  dren are  1 ivi  ng wi t h  the i r  biological mother and a stepfather ( G l i  ck. 
& Norton, 1977).  There have been relatively few studies concerninq the 
ro le  of the stepfather in reconsituted families. Recause of the qrowing 
number of stepfamilies, there i s  a need t o  further explore the ranifica- 
t i  ons of the step-relationship. 
The main purpose of th i s  thesis was t o  examine the e f fec ts  of the 
s tepfathers  upon the development of self-esteem in adolescent males. I 
have chosen the stepfather because the most common stepfamily i s  the 
mother, her children, and a stepfather (Glick R Norton, 1977),  Adoles- 
cent males were chosen for th i s  study For two reasons. The f i r s t  reason 
i s t o  s t u d y  the developmental stage of adolescence and secondly, con- 
siderable research has shown tha t  males tend to  be more vulnerable to  
e f f e c t s  of divorce than females (Hetherinqton R Cox, 1982) .    he de- 
velopmental tasks of the adolescent male are both exaqqerated and 
blurred by divorce. I t  i s  durinq the  teens when a chi1 d heqi ns t o  act  
and think as an adul t, Adolescent boys with no male fiqure t o  hof  d them 
in  l ine  or show them self  control may t e s t  their  masculine aqression 
themselves off from the i r  fami 1 i e s  (Hetheri ngton, 1981). ApproxSmately 
nine i n  ten children five w i t h  the mother followinq the divorce (Glick, 
1979). Such s t a t i s t i c s  indicate i t  i s  boys w h o  most often lack same-sex 
ro le  models in the crucial years of adolescence (Metherington 8 Cox, 
19132). 
Furthermore, some authors have arqued tha t  stepfami 1 y relation- 
shigs are  most d i f f i c u l t  when arlolescents, rather than children, a re  in- 
volved. Sm'i t h  (1953) stated that  the most d j f f i c u l t  time for  a child to 
ad jus t  to remarriage was dririnq adolescence. Smi t h  concluded from in- 
terview data on parents and stepparents tha t  the younger the child i s  
the more ap t  he i s  t o  be trustful and accepting than the older child,  
who must sever bonds of loyalty to  the absent parent ( S m i t h ,  1953). 
Thomson (1966) re fers  t o  adolescence as a n  obstacle course for  step- 
famif ies ,  and he c i t e s  the unevenness of the i r  behavior as why adults 
f ind adolescents so wearing. The unpredi ctabil i ty of teenagers requires 
f l e x i b i l i t y  an the part  of parents. Thouqh most of the 1i terattrre 
s t a t e s  tha t  i t  i s  harder for adolescents to adjust  t o  stepparents, there 
i s no indication t h a t  i t  i s  that  aqe qroup which most needs a parent of 
the same sex (Blaine, 1963). Duberman's f 1 9 4 3 )  conclusion, based on in- 
terviews t ~ i t h  stepparents, was the older the child,  the more diffictrl t 
the relationship between the stepchild and stepmother. He found tha t  
aqe was not a factor  in the s tepfather 's  relations hi^ wi t h  his step- 
chi1 d .  However, i t was a factor for stepmothers. Seventy-f i ~ e  percent 
of the children under 13 and 47 percent of those 13 and over were re- 
ported as having 'kexel lent"  relationships with their  stepmothers. 
t o  he the s t ressful  and non-stressful aspects of stepfamily l iving. Her 
sample consisted of 103 adolescents beween the ages of 1 2  and 58. 
These teenagers reported that  issues pertai ni ng to  divided l  oyal t y  and 
di scipl ine were perceived to be the most stressful aspects of stepfamil y 
1 iving. 
The primary dependent measure in th i s  study i s  self-esteem. 
Self-esteem i s  the portion of the self-concept which concerns the 
evalijations and appraisals we make of ourselves. A person may be des- 
cribed as havi nq positive or negative self-esteem, an acceptinq or 
c r i t i c a l  orientation toward the self .  The cognitive growth that  takes 
place during adolescence ought t o  bring observable chanqes in the per- 
son" understanding of the self just  as i t  brinqs changes in the under- 
standing of other complex physical and social systems (Inhelder 8 
Piaqet, 1958, O k u n  & Saspy, 1977) .  
A variety of methods have been used t o  evaluate developmental 
changes in the self-concept duri nq adolescence. The interpretat ion of 
research on the self-concept i s  made somewhat d i f f icu l  t because o f  the 
variety o f  definit ions of the self t h a t  are  implied in each method of 
measur i nq sel f-concep t. The fol 1 owi ng studies suggest some o f  the di - 
mensions alonq ~ h i c h  the self-esteem portion of self-concept i s  beinq 
revi sed during adolescence. My1 i  e ' s  ( 1979) major review of self-esteem 
research suqgested that  there a re  no aqe differences in self-esteem in 
c hi1 dhood h u t  t h a t  self  -esteem becomes more positive durinq adol~scence,  
However, Rosenkerq (197Q) ,  trsin? the Coopersmi t h  Self -Concept Test, 
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found a dramatic decline in self-esteem a t  1 2  years of aqe i n  a pre- 
domi nantly black and working class  sample. Parish and Taylor (1979) 
asked students to respond t o  the Personal Attribute Inventory for  
Chi1 dren f Parish 8% Taylor, 1978) a n d  found tha t  children from step- 
families demonstrated more positive self-concepts than those from 
divorced families. 
Stepfamilies 
The existing research on stepfamilies and adolescents has contra- 
dictory findings. T h e  findings in Doweman and I r i sh  (1962 )  stem from 
two separate, though related, studies. Data for  the f i r s t  study was 
collected in the State  of Washinqton in 1953, and for  the second study 
i n  Nor th  Carolina and Ohio in 1960. rtuestionnaires were administered by 
classroom teachers t o  junior and senior h i g h  school students. The 
analysis  was conducted on the data provided by the 2 ,145  stepchildren 
found amonq the almost 29,000 teenaqers who were involved in the trdo 
studies.  
Their conclusion was that  the cul tural ideal--that of the sten- 
parent being l ike  a real parent to  the stepchild--was n o t  often 
achieved. These authors asked adolescents of stepparent families t o  
r a t e  the i r  re lat ions wi t h  the i r  stepmother or stepfather and the i r  
natural parent; and then they compared these ratings w i t h  the same 
parental ratings of children in natural parent homes. Their findinqs 
were tha t  in a1 1 aspects homes invofvi ng step-relationships proved more 
l ike ly  t o  have s t ress ,  ambivalence, and low cohesiveness than natural 
parent homes. Rowerman aod  I r i sh  further indicated that  stepmothers had 
more d i f f i c u l t  role than stepfathers did and the 
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affectional levels 
towards stepmothers were lowest. They suggested tha t  society i s  more 
l ike ly  to  qive assistance to  the male stepparent and tha t  males are more 
l  ikely to  f i n d  social acceptance in the stepfather role,  h u t  provided no 
evidence to  support t h i s  contention, 
Fast and Cain f 1366) found that  stepfamilies cannot be patterned 
a f t e r  our t radi t ional  nuclear family. They contended tha t  reqardfess of 
the stepparent 's  wil linqness and abf l i  ty, success i s  n o t  l ikely because 
our social norms about the Family, with the idea t h a t  a  family includes 
a mother and father,  b u t  n o t  stepfather or stepmother. They explained 
one of the reasons for inevitable fai lure  i s  that  the new stepparent i s  
i n  addition t o ,  instead of a replacement for ,  the previous parent. I n  
other words, the previous parent i s  s t i l l  very much i n  the family oic- 
ture .  This in i t s e l f  will make i t  d i f f i cu l t  for the stepparent to func- 
t ion in the family, One example could be discipline,  and the frequently 
heard r e t o r t  when a stepparent lays down the law, "You're not my 
father!  ", "You're not my mother! ", again remind1 na the stepparent tha t  
the natural parent i s  s t i l l  a part  of the family. Fast and Cain also 
agreed with Roweman and I r i sh  that for the stepparent to enact the role 
of nonparent i s  social ly di sapproved. 
On the other hand, nubeman 11873) found t h a t  64% of her step- 
parent ~ o p u l  ation rated eheir relations wi t h  the i r  stepchildren as ex- 
ce l l en t ,  Dubeman studied aspects of step-relationships anonq 88  stcp- 
families i n  the Cleveland area. A random sample of parents who re- 
married durinq the years of 1965-68, was drawn from the marriaqe bureau 
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f Cupkoga County, i n  the Cleveland, Ohio area. Included i n  the  evalua- 
ion of t h i s  study were the opinions of bath the stepparents and the 
a tu ra l  Parent as  t o  the quali ty of the re la t ionships .  Parent-Child Re- 
l a t i onsh ip  Scores ( P C R S )  f o r  each family were obtained i n  the follcrwinq 
aye  Each husband and wife were asked t o  r a t e  h is /her  re la t ionsh ip  w i t h  
each s tepchi ld .  Each spouse was a'lso asked t o  evialr~ate each of h i s jhe r  
own chi1 dren' s re la t ionship  w i  t h  the stepparent. These two ra t ings  pro- 
duced and index of self-rated step-relat ions.  
I t  i s  worthy t o  note the time difference between Rowerman and 
I r i s h  (1962) and Dubeman (1973) studies.  In the Rowennan and I r i s h  
study,  the  data was collected i n  1953 and 1960; a s  compared t o  
~ u h e m a n ' s  study in  1973. As we can see, there i s  a  t h i r t e en  year and 
twenty-two year span between these two studies.  This could possibly ex- 
p l a in  the di f ference between these two s tudies  i f  changes in the socia l  
acceptance of divorce and the stepfamily occurred be-been 1953 and 1973. 
Also, there  was a subject  difference;  Rowerman and I r i s h  (1962) asked 
adolescents  t o  r a t e  t h e i r  r e la t ions  w i  t h  t h e i r  s tepparents and parents. 
Duberman asked parents t o  r a t e  t h e i r  re la t ionship  with the children.  
Wilson and h i s  colleagues (Wilson, Zurcher, McAdarns, h Curt is ,  
1975) focused on the long-term e f f ec t s  of s tepfa ther  famil ies  on step- 
chi ldren.  An analys is  of questionnaire data from the 1473 National 
Opinion Research Center General Social Survey ( f4ORC) and the 1973  Uni -  
v e r s i t y  of Michigan Youth in Transit ion Survey ( K I T )  was undertaken t o  
t e s t  the n u l l  hypothesis t ha t  there Mere no di f ferences  hetween adul t  
resnondcnts who had experienced s tepfa ther  familips and respondents who 
1 ogi cal character is t ics .  
The respondents in the NORC survey were asked to  consider items 
re la t inq  to  the i r  family background and other past experiences in a tfme 
frame when they were approximately 16  years of aqe. The WIT study em- 
pl oyed a 1 ongi tudi nal four staqe desiqn, coveri nq a perlod of f ive 
years. The Y IT  sample differs  from the N O R C  sample Sn  two important 
ways. F i r s t ,  the Y IT data was drawn from a sample of adolescents who 
were in the process of experiencing the e f fec ts  of stepfathers. The 
N O R C  da ta was drawn from the sample of adul  t s  who ref1 ected upon the i r  
family structure when they were about 16 years of aqe, Secondly, the 
Y I T  data was drawn solely from male respondents. The N O R C  data was 
drawn from both male and female respondents. 
These authors considered the f i r s t  difference between the NORC 
and YIT samples " to  be a strenqth rather than a weakness. " Wilson, e t  
a l .  (1975f ,  contended tha t  "the N O R C  data thus allows the ident i f icat ion 
of the broad areas of the impact of experience in a stepfather-family; 
the Y IT data provides opportunity for a deeper look a t  the contemporary 
processes of experience in a stepfather family" (Page 5 2 9 ) .  The 
findinqs from b o t h  sets  of data were s t a t i s t i c a l l y  merqed t o  demonstrate 
t h a t  there were few di fferences hetween indivi dual s raised in stepfather 
families and in tac t  families. 
In addition to  the studies mentioned above, some stepfamily re- 
search i s  based on personal and  clinical experience (e.g. ,  Maddoz, 1475 ;  
Roosevelt Lofas, 1976;  Visher R Visher, 1 9 7 9 ) .  Perkins and Kahan 
( 1979) P ~ D Q ~  de a  f i r s t  step toward a  clinical ly-oriented empirical com- 
parison of natural father and stepfather family systems. Their general 
approach was to  study natural families versus stepparent families with a 
systems model of Kantor and Lehr (1975) in which family systems are  
three subsystems tha t  interact  with each other as well as the outside 
world. These three are the family u n i t  system, the interpersonal sub- 
system, and the personal subsystem. Stepparent families for t h i s  study 
were 1 imi ted to  fami 11 es consistinq of a  natural mother, who had been 
divorced, her children and a stepfather, a1 1 livinq together in the same 
home. The children's ages ranqed from 1 2  to  15 years. twelve years was 
the mi n i m u m  age for the adolescents tested because of the nat~rre of the 
Family Concept 0-Sort. The Family Concept Q-Sort provides a measure of 
family adjustment and family satisfaction. This instrument defines the 
fani ly concept as the collection of feelings, a t t i tudes,  and expecta- 
t ions one has about the family unit i n  which one l ives.  Fifteen years 
was the maximum age of adolescents that  the authors tested to avoid ex- 
cessive involvement in the adolescent identity c r i s i s .  Four instruments 
were used i n  t h i s  study: 1) the Family Concept O-Sort; 2 )  a Semantic 
Different ial ;  3) a  demoqraphic questionnaire; and 4 )  an interaction/re- 
a c t i  on qtresti onnaire. 
I n  their  introduction, Perkins and Kahan (1979) reported that  
"societal  expectations about families are that  on the averaqe they a11 
function pretty much the same." However, the resu l t s  of the i r  study 
suqgested tha t  t h i s  was n o t  so; they found t h a t  a  stepfather f a m i l y  sys- 
t m  cannot he the same as a  natural parent family system. They differed 
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a1 ong several dimensions i nc'ludi ng psycholoqi cal adjustment. The d i  f-  
ferences  between famil ies  i n  terms o f  understandinq t h e i r  members a r e  
very important. Perki ns and Kahan found stepchildren understood t h e i r  
s t ep f a the r s  s iqn i f i can t l  y l e s s  than natural chi1 dren understood t h e i r  
f a t h e r s ,  according to  the r e su l t s  of the Family Concept 0-Sort. Addi- 
t iona l  support f o r  the lack of understanding between the s tepfa ther  and 
s  tepchil  d i s  provided by the r e su l t s  of the i nteraction-reaction ques- 
t i onna i r e  developed by Qsgood, Suci R Tannenbaum (1957) .  In only four 
of the  20 s tepfa ther  families,  did the child qo t o  the s tepfa ther  w i t h  
h i s  personal d i f f i c u l t i e s  f o r  help or guidance; the corresponding f igure  
f o r  natural  f a the rs  was 15 of 20. 
Oshrnan and Manosevi t z  ( 1976) stwdi ed the e f f e c t  of s t epfa thers  
upon the psychosocial development of l a t e  ado7escent ma1 es.  Three 
groups were t es ted ,  subjects  w i t h  s tepfa thers ,  subjects  w i t h  no step- 
f a t h e r  who had remained fa ther less  from the onset  of fa the r  absence t o  
t he  time of the study, and subjects  w i t h  fa thers .  These authors used 
t he  Eqo Iden t i ty  Scale to measure psychological development, They found 
t h a t  males w i  t h  s tepfa thers  a t ta ined levels  of psychosociaf funct-ioni ng 
equivalent  t o  t h a t  of fa the r  present males. The r e s u l t s  from the 
fa ther-present  versus father-absent comparison demonstrate t h a t  f a the r  
absence negatively a f f ec t s  personal? t y  development. 
The inconsis tencies  in the stepfamily research a r e  apparent from 
the  l i t e r a t u r e  review, Methodolaay caul d account f o r  some of these i n -  
consis tencies ,  Att i tudes of stepfamil i e s  have been stud; ed by use of 
se l f - repor t s ,  People seldom t h i n k ,  f e e l ,  or do what they say they 
th ink ,  f e e l ,  o r  do, i n  a  standardized inventory o r  questionnaire 
(N i sbe t t  R Wilson, 1977). So i t  i s  with stepparents,  chi ldren,  and 
o the r  informants about t he i r  behavior. The se l f - repor t  response s e t  i s  
no t  always re f lec ted  i n  real 7i fe, Also, some of the t e s t  instruments 
used a r e  crude, a s  admitted by Oshman and Manosevi t z  (1976) .  Another 
reason f o r  the inconsistencies in the stepfamily research i s  t h a t  con- 
s ide rab le  data comes from c l in ica l  and personal experience (Roosevelt & 
Lof us, 1976; Visher R Visher, 1979) .  More a t t en t ion  needs t o  be devoted 
t o  f e a tu r e s  of the family or households. Each stepfamily miqht oossess 
a number of d i s t i n c t  variables w i t h i n  t h e i r  pa r t i cu la r  family. For 
example, number of children brought t o  the remarriaqe, aqe of chi1 d a t  
onse t  of f a  ther-absence, 1 ength of father-absence before the forma t i  on 
of the  s t e p f a ~ i l y  rniqht vary between families. Other considerat ions 
could be the aqe of chi1 d a t  the t i m e  of stepfamily formation and the 
1 enqth t h a t  s tepfamiliy has been together. Remarriaqe can he even more 
confusing f o r  the adolescent, who must s t a r t  to  break away from h i s  
parents,  versus the chi ld  t h a t  has had a s tepparent  since he or she was 
an in fan t .  
Also, the  stepfamily research lacks 1onqi tudinal s tudies .  Qle 
need t o  gather data over a time period t h a t  wil l  pemi t reviewinq of 
t h e i r  outcome, throughout childhood and i n to  adulthood and  old aqe. 
Father Absence 
Because the stepfamilies i n  t h i s  study a re  beinq compared w i t h  
f a t h e r  absent  famjf i e s ,  some of the known e f f e c t s  of fa the r  absence wil l  
he reviewed. 
There i s  a considerable amount of evidence pointing to  the i m -  
portance of the father-son relationship i n  male development (B i l l e r  R 
Borstelmann, 1967).  Also, the effects  o f  father absence on children 
have been extensively documented in research and reviewed by Herzoq and 
S u d i  a ( 1973). Several studies have sugqested t h a t  father-absent males 
have qreater di f f icul  t y  formi ng peer relationships than father-present 
males ( ~ y n n  R Sawrey , 1959; Mi 1 l e r ,  1961). Another frequent qeneral ima- 
t ion about children in father less  homes i s  tha t  they are vrone to  
juvenile delinquency. The reasoning behind th i s  i s  t ha t  lack of a resi-  
dent father i s  l ikely t o  impair a boy's self-concept, especially his 
concept of his own maleness, since on the one hand he lacks a male model 
within the family and on the other hand he i s  exposed to overdependence 
on excessive interaction w i t h  the rernaininq female parent (Miller, 
1958) .  Rronfenbrenner 11961) found that  there was a positive correla- 
t ion between t h e  amount o f  time boys spent with the i r  non-custodi a1 
fa thers  and the a m o u n t  of leadership and responsibil i ty that  the boys 
displayed in school. 
Father-absent children may also have a father surroqate i n  the 
form of a relat ive,  friend, or teacher. This person can have consider- 
ahle i n f l uence  on the i r  development. There have been few studies about 
the  e f fec ts  of father surrogates. These studies have included small 
subsamples of father-absent chi1 &en w i  t h  older brothers or father sub- 
s t i t u t e s  in the i r  experimental designs (e.s. SantroCk, 1 9 7 2 ) -  
14 
f he Present Research 
For t h i s  study three groups were used: father present, fa ther  
absent, and stepfather families. The reason for  using these three 
groups was t o  determine i f  there was a siqrtificant difference in the 
adolescent 's  self-esteem level with the father present, or a stepfather,  
o r  no father ( fa ther  absence). 
The f i r s t  hypothesis i s  that  in the father present or in t ac t  
family, adolescent males wi l l  have significantly hiqker self-esteem 
leve ls  than i n  stepfather families and t h a t  adolescent males in the 
fa ther  absence group wit1 be siqnificantly lower i n  self-esteem levels 
than e i the r  the stepfather qroup or the natural father group. Previous 
s tudies  ( ~ a s t  & Cain 1966, and Boweman & I r i sh  1962) have shown siq- 
n i f i can t  differences between chi1 dren" assessments of the functions of 
natural-father families and stepfather families with stepfather families 
beinq assessed more neqatively. Fami I y functioninq may af fec t  the self-  
esteem of family members. Furthermore, when a1 1 three famfly types were 
used as  for Oshman and Manosevi tz (19761,  lower levels of nsycholoqical 
development were found i n  subjects  from father-absent families than in 
subjects from father-present families, as measured by the Eqo Identity 
Scale, 
Thus, these differences are hypothesized because in the father 
absence l i t e ra tu re ,  the absence of a father or surroqate father has been 
related t o  detrimental e f fec ts  on the family functianinq and adolescent 
ma1 e %  personal i t y  development. 
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The second hypothesis was that  i n  a l l  three qroups, w i t h  age, 
there  would be an increase in diff icul ty  dealing w i t h  parental 
authority . This i s  t o  include natural parents and stepparents. 
As teenagers attempt to rcsolve crucial tasks leading them toward 
adulthood, adolescence i s  a trying time in development. To estahl i  sh 
themsel ves as independent adults, teenagers must achieve sexual 
maturity, separate themselves from the family, and find the i r  own 
ident i ty  . Adolescent struggles for independence are characterized by 
maddening behavi or--mood swi nqs, rebel 1 inn, hroodi nq, di sobedi ence 
(Einstein,  1985) .  Teenagers look forward t o  leaving home yet fear i t .  
A1 1 these are natural inqredients of adolescence. Clashes wi "t teen- 
aqers are  common i n  a l l  families. 
The third hypothesis was that  adolescent males from father-absent 
households would report spending more of their  time a t  home t h a n  adoles- 
cent  males from blended families and  adolescent males from in tac t  
families,  while the fourth hypothesis was that  adolescent males from 
father-absent households would devote more time t o  household chores than 
sons from in tac t  families. 
The rationale for these hypotheses i s  when parents separate, the 
chi1 dren are  generally required t o  assume new responsihil i t i e s  and ob i  i -  
gations (Gardner, 1 9 7 6 ) .  Adolescents in father-absent households have 
noted chanqes in roles a n d  responsibil i t ies.  If a sinqle parent (mother 
o n l y )  i s  working ful I-time and, especially i f  the parent has more than 
one child to  care for, then the parent i s  l ikely to  find tha t  sharino 
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velopment. When a remarriaqe takes place and there a re  teenage 
c hi1 dren, parents and  stepparents may m i  sinterpret  typical teenage be- 
havior as  a reaction t o  (an expression o f  belonging] t o  the stepfamfly, 
ra ther  than merely as the product of the developmental staqe of the 
adolescent. 
Several soci a1 psycho1 ogi  s t s  have studied the process of mi sin- 
te rpre ta t ion  or mi sattribution. For example, mi sattribution models of 
hunger and eating (Schachter & Rodi n ,  1974),  smoki nq (Schachter, 19771, 
crowdinq (Worchel A Teddlie, 1976),  phobias lNi sbet t  & Valins, 1971)  and 
many other emotions or internal s ta tes  have been formulated. Each model 
assumes tha t  the individual becomes aroused for one reason or another. 
The arousal i s  then attributed to whatever sa l ien t  stimulus provides a 
good explanation o r  label for i t .  For the present study, adolescent 
males were asked i f  they found i t  d i f f i cu l t  acceptina punishment from a 
parent or stepparent t o  find o u t  i f  presumed aqe-related d i f f i cu l t i e s  in 
accepting punishment varied as a function of family type. The step- 
family might be another model for the misattrihution theory. Parents, 
stepparents and stepchildren, when clashing aver d i  scipline or punish- 
ment, might misattribute i t s  cause t o  the stepfamily, when perhaps the 
cause could he attribtlted to teenage-parental di scipl i ne problems tha t  
occur wi thin a1 7 family types. 
Summary 
The purpose of  t h i s  study i s  t o  determine whether there are  any 
differences between the three qrougs of male adolescents Iivinq in 
1) natural parent families; 2 )  stepfather families; 3 )  sinole parent, 
f ather-absentJmother-only families. If there are differences in the 
male adolescentsi self-esteem level,  can these di fFerences be at t r ibuted 
t o  developmental age-related differences, or specific fami ly differences 
o r  to  an interaction between age and family factors? 
As mentioned previously, to  study the stepfamily exhaustively 
would involve takinq into consideration a number of variables, For the 
present study, however, i t  was n o t  possible t o  individually interview 
the students or their  parents o r  stepparents. Infoma tion pertaininn to  
the  number of children brought t o  the remarriaqe was outside the Focus 
of the present study on adolescent self-esteem. Also, a lonql tudinal 
study of stepfamil i e s  woul d be beneficial by collecting data over a time 
period and examininq the i r  long-term effects ,  b u t  could n o t  be done i n  
the  time allowed for a master's thesis. 
As stepfamilies proliferate i n  our society, the need to  under- 
stand t h i s  family unit  becomes apparent. Additional data on the e f f ec t s  
o f  stepfathers i s  needed and especially older families with adoles- 
cents.  
CHAPTER I I  METHOD 
Subjects 
A total  of 217 ma1 e junior hiqh school students participated in 
the  present study. Grade levels included 6 t h ,  7 t h  and 8th qrades and 
tes t ing  was conducted a t  a Des Moines, Iowa, junior high school. Des 
Moines, Iowa, i s  a medium sized midwestern ci ty  with a population of 
250,000. 
There were 23 eleven year olds, 60  twelve year olds, 7 1  thir teen 
year o7ds and 63 fourteen year olds, Of these students, 1 2 1  were from 
i n t a c t  families, 37 were from stepfather families and 59 were from 
famil ies  tha t  had experienced father loss through death or divorce and 
the mother had not remarried. 
I t  should be noted that of the male respondents, only eight  
respondents reported living i n  a stepfamily situation l e s s  than two 
years, with the remainder reporting fivinq in stepfamily 3-4 years ( 7  
respondents); 5-6 years ( 7  respondents); 7-8 years ( 4  respondents); 9 or 
more years ( 7  respondents). Four of the respondents did not answer t h i s  
question. Of the father-ahsent group or mother-only family, 39 of  the 
59 males adolescents reported living nine or more years i n  t h i s  family 
type, wi t h  only f ive respondents who reported l iv i  nq w i  t h  "mother-on] y "  
f o r  l e s s  t h a n  two years. 
Ma t e r i a l s  
The main dependent measure used in th i s  study Mas the Piers- 
Harris Self-Concept t e s t  consistinq of the eiqhty "yes' o r  "no" s tate-  
ments used t o  identify student's specific feelinqs about th~rnselves. 
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part ic ipat ion i n  a c t iv i t i e s  as a function of family type. The  question- 
naire  also asked students who punished them how often, and how they were 
punished. They were asked i f  they found i t  d i f f i cu l t  accepting punish- 
ment from a parent and, i f  they had a stepparent, did they f i n d  i t  d if-  
f i c u l t  acceptinq punishment from them. The purpose of th i s  s e t  of 
questions was to  determine i f  the type of family--intact, stepfamily, or 
mother-only family--waul d show any significant effect  en how the ado'les- 
cent  accepted punishment. The l a s t  s e t  o f  questions f rom the ac t iv i ty  
questionnaire asked the students about the adults that  they lived with 
and, i f  they were in a stepfamily or single parent family, how many 
years had they heen living in one. 
Procedure 
Each student was asked t o  respond t o  the Piers-Harris Self- 
Concept Test. Afterwards, each student was admi ni stered the general 
ac t iv i  t y  questionnaire described above. Teachers administered the t e s t  
and questionnaire during class time, allotring the students 50 m-intrtes t o  
compl e t e  the two questionnaires. Questionnaires and the Piers-Harri s  
Self-Concept Tests were numbered so that  testinq was anonymous, Test 
scores were matched with questionnaires in order to  identify family 
types; fo r  examp1 e, natural parent fami1 ies ,  stepfather fami1 i e s  and 
f ather-absent famif ies.  
CHAPTER 111 RESULTS 
An analysis of variance for unequal sample sizes revealed no  sig- 
n i f i c a n t  di fference hebeen groups of adolescent ma1 es in self-estgem as 
a f u n c t i o n  whether they Were from intact ,  mother-only, or stepfather 
famil ies-  All reported levels of significance are based on two-tailed 
t e s t s ,  Al 1 response scales were converted t o  equal intervals for pu r -  
poses of analysis. 
However, on three subscales of the Piers-Harris Self-Concept 
Scal e, there was a simi l a r  developmental di fference, Self-esteem scores 
were lowest in 13-year olds with hiqher scores shown by f 2 and 14-year 
olds a n d  s t i l l  higher self-esteem levels in the 11-year olds. Subscale 
2 ( In te l lec tua l - -schod)  - F/3,205f = 4.024, - p < . O r ,  Subscale 3 (Phys-ical 
Appearance) - ~ ( 3 , 2 0 5 )  = 3,689, 11 < .01 and Subscate 6 (~app iness )  
F(3,205) = 3.710 p < .01 showed a significant developmental dffference 
- - 
(Table 1 and Figure 11, There were no significant differences in se l f -  
esteem as a function of family type. 
The Activi ty Questionnaire data revealed a significant e f fec t  of 
aqe in Items 5 (time spent with mother) - F ( 3 , 2 8 f  = 4.244 - p < -05, Not 
surpris inqly,  t h i s  age effect  shows the younqer males report spending 
more time w i t h  their  mothers. Two other items showed s iqni f fcant  e f -  
f e c t s  of age. The f i r s t  item was Item 12 (time spent w i t h  f r iends)  
~ ( 3 ~ 3 4 )  = 3.091, p < -05  (Figure 2). As expected, the age e f fec t  shows 
- - 
older adolescents spending more time wi Lh their  Peer group. The second 
item was ~tem 20 ( I n  your family, who p~~n i shes  you?) (mo ther) , 
F ( 3 , 7 5 )  = 2.938, < .05 (Fiqure 31. The age related differences show 
- - 
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"mother punishing" more frequently the 13- and 14-year olds. There were 
no o ther  s i gn i f i c an t  age effects .  
were s ign i f i can t  e f f e c t s  o f  family type on Item 17 (youth 
c l u b s ) ,  f(2,205) = 4.221, 1 < .05, (Figure 4 )  a ~ d  Item 10 (school extra-  
c u r r i c u l a r  act- i i i  t i e s ) ,  F/2,205) = 4.134, p < .05 (Fiqrrre 5 ) .  In both 
- 
- 
a c t i v i t i e s ,  youth clubs and school extra-curricular  a c t i v i t i e s ,  adoles- 
c e n t  males from mother-only families reported more involvement than 
adolescent  males i n  stepfamilies or i n t ac t  families. There were no 
o the r  s i gn i f i c an t  e f f ec t s  o f  family type on these items (Table 2 ) .  
Chi-squares were computed on Items 30-39. There was a s i qn i f i -  
c an t  e f f e c t  of family type on Item 30 ( b e s t  fr iends m e t  mother) 
x 2  = 6.956, 1 < .0§ with the stepfamily group reporting l e s s  frequently 
t h a t  t h e i r  bes t  fr iends had met t h e i r  mothers. When a Chi-square was 
done on those children who lived i n  a stepfarnify, a s i qn i f i c an t  age ef-  
f e c t  was found on Item 32,  ( b e s t  fr iends met s tepfa ther)  x 2  = 14.fl10 
p < .01. The s ignif icance of t h i s  e f f ec t  i s  a t t r ibu tab le  to  the unequal 
- 
d i s t r i b u t i o n  of yes responses across aqe levels  amonq t h e  small number 
o f  boys i n  s tepfamilies.  For example, none of the four 11-year olds re- 
ported t h a t  t h e i r  bes t  friends had met t h e i r  s tepfa ther ,  while about 73% 
of the 24 12-,  13-and 14-year o l d s  reported t ha t  t h e i r  best  frfends h a d  
met t h e i r  s tepfa ther .  Sjnce the significance of t h i s  r e s u l t  appears to  
be an a r t i f a c t  of the small number of stepfamily boys a t  each aae l eve l ,  
thl 's  f inding wi l l  n o t  be discussed f w t h e r .  
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CHAPTER I V  DISCUSSION 
The major resu l t  in th is  study was that  there were few s igni f f -  
t differences in self-esteem of early adolescent boys as a function 
o f  family type. Another finding was a developmental difference on three 
b-scaf es  of the Piers-Harris Self-concept Scale, wi t h  9 owest self-  
steem scores in 13 year olds. Results from the Activity Questionnaire 
revealed the younger males reported spending more time a t  home w i t h  
mather, a n d  the older adolescents reported spending more time with 
friends.  The 13-and 14-year olds reported "mother puni shing" more fre-  
quently than did the Il-and 12-year 018s. Family type differences were 
found between the father-absent (mother-only) family and the other 
family types i n  that  adolescents in father-absent families reported more 
i nvolvernent in school extra-curricular ac t iv i t ies  and youth clubs. The 
other  fami ly type difference was that adotescents in stepfather fami l i e s  
reported l e s s  frequently that  their  best friends had m e t  thefr mothers. 
In  general, the resul ts  of th is  study suggest a somewhat more positive 
picture  than previous studies concerning the effects  of stepfathers 
(Perkins & Kahn, 1979; Fast & C,ain, 1966;  Roweman & Ir ish,  1962;  Young 
& Parish, 1977;  Parish & Taylor, 1379) .  
Turninq t o  the hypotheses mentioned in the introduction, i t  was 
hypothesized tha t  in the father present or intact  family , adolescent 
males wi 11 have siqnificantly hiqher self-esteem levels than in step- 
fa ther  families and that  adolescent males in the father absence aroup 
wil l  be siqnificantly 1 ower i n  self-esteem levels than e i ther  the step- 
fa ther  group or the natural father qroup. 
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The male adolescents who part icipated i n  the study did not demon- 
s t r a t e  d i f fe rences  in self-esteem as  a function of the type of family in 
which they were 1 iv i  ng .  However, these adolescents showed signi  f i c a n t  
age-re1 ated d i  fferences on three sub-scal e s  of the Piers-Harris Sel f -  
Concept Test  i n  areas of In te l  lectual-School , Physical Appearance, and 
Happiness. There were declining scores across age levels  from 11 t o  13, 
w i  t h  14-to 15-year olds showing somewhat higher self-esteem levels .  
This  coul d be an indication of a developmental trend. The s ignif icance 
of the  age comparison found i n  the Piers-Harri s sub-scales, In te l  k c -  
t ua l  , Physical Appearance, and Happiness suggests that  the teenager i s  
t r u l y  more affected by the developmental stage of adolescence than the 
type o f  family i n  which they l ive ,  
Previous researchers have emphasized the extent  t o  which self-  
concept during adolescence may be influenced by f luctuat ions  o r  con- 
s i  s t enc ies  in  the larger  social context, Baf t e s  and Nesselroade 11972) 
and Newrnan (1972-1973) emphasized the importance of identifying changes 
i n  the  social  mil l ieu  t h a t  may influence patterns of personali ty chanqe 
during adolescence. In a sample of almost 2,000 school chi1 dren aged 8 
t o  17, an increased disturbance in the self-image was found t o  occur 
primari ly durinq the 1 2 t h  year, bebeen the 12th and 13th birthday 
(Simmons, Rosenberq R Rosenberq, 1973). This d is t t~rbance was demon- 
s t r a t ed  by g rea te r  self-consciousness, greater  i nstahi l i t y  of s e l f -  
concept, l ower self-esteem, and more negative estimates of how others 
view them. These r e su l t s  seem consistent  w i t h  those of the present  
s t u d y ,  i n  the 11-to 13-year old males showed lower scores i n  the 
I n t e l l e c t u a l ,  Physical Appearance, a n d  Ha~oiness  scales.  
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Another potential contributing factor i s  that  for the adolescent 
g i  r1, the onset of puberty occurs a t  approximately 11 years of age. 
This i s  almost two years sooner than the parallel experience for hoys. 
A t  the 13-year aqe level,  most of the g i r l s  have completed pubescent 
changes, whereas mast of the hoys haven't, which might lead to se l f -  
esteem problems among boys. The changes that are brouqht about during 
puberty have an impact on the adolescents' self-image (Kagan & Coles, 
19-72]. 
Another aurpose of th i s  study was t o  examine the e f fec ts  of 
parental authority. In a l l  three family types i t  was hypothesized tha t  
with age, there would be an increase in difficulty dealinq ~ i t h  parental 
authority.  In t h i s  study, the average male respondent reported ac- 
cepting punishment as "somewhat easy" t o  "neither d i f f i cu l t  nor easy". 
Again, no s ignif icant  differences were found a s  a functfon of family 
type. The only develoomental difference was that  older adolescent males 
i n the sample reported that  their  mother punished them more frequent1 y 
than the younger males i n  the sample did. As the adolescent male cuts 
the emotional cords of childhood and launches o u t  as a person in his awn 
r i a h t ,  we rniqht expect t o  find a n  increased perception of di scioline a n d  
t h i s  would explain th i s  developmental difference. Also, the older 
adolescent male i s  spending more time with his friends. Often w h a t  the 
group wants t o  d o  i s  not in aqreement with the  ru les  a t  home. Mothers 
may be the most important enforcers of parental rules, qiven the i r  pri- 
mary role  in child rearing, thus the older adolescent male reports more 
di s c f  pl i  ne from his mother. 
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Also, i n  t h i s  study i t  was hypothesized that  adolescent males 
from father-absent households woul d report spendinq more of the i r  time 
a t  home than adolescent males from stepfamilies and  intact  families, and 
t h a t  adolescent ma1 es from father-absent households woul d devote more 
time to  household chores t h a n  sons from intact families. However, n o  
s iqn i f i can t  differences on these variables were found as a function of 
type of family. I t  appears that the adolescent males in th i s  study are 
n o t  affected by their  family type in these act ivi t ies .  
Lastly, i t  was hypothesized t h a t  punishment would he equally 
s t ress fu l  fo r  adolescent males in intact  families and stepparent 
families,  The average response of the adolescent males in th i s  study 
reported punishment as "neither di fficul t nor easy" i n  b o t h  in tac t  
famil ies  and stepparent families. Again, the data suqqests t h a t  t h i s  
family u n i t i s  functioning much the same in this  area as  the in tac t  
fam-ily. 
The resu l t s  of the present study showed some differences from the 
r e s u l t s  obtained by other authors (Parrish & Taylor, 1979;  Younq R 
Parish, 1977 ) ,  in that their  respondents from stepfamil i  es reported 
1 nwer self-concepts than those from intact  families. There were no siq- 
n i f i c a n t  differences in self-esteem scores regardless of family in the 
present study. What might account for these differences in resul ts  i s  
the increasing number of children found in stepfamilies and father- 
absent families. Again, we can consider the influence of the peer 
group. Ten or f i f teen  years ago, a teenaqer from a broken home was n o t  
a s  common a s  t o d a y .  l d i t h  the increasinn number of chi1 dren found in 
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stepfamilies and father-absent families, adolescents today find many of 
t h e i r  peers i n  the same family situation. In other words, divorce and 
remarriage i s  something that  many of their  peers have experienced. Tf 
we also consider the adolescents in intact families, we should realize 
t h a t  many of the i r  friends are i n  stepfamilies and father-ahsent 
fani 1 i es .  Increased contact with peers from different family types may 
reduce negative stereotypes ahou t "broken homes. 
Other resu l t s  in th i s  study reveal younger males spending more 
time w i  t h  rno ther a t  home and 01 der adolescents spend1 ng more tfme wi t h  
t h e i r  peers. Fami l y type, whether intact ,  stepfather, or mother-only , 
does not appear t o  have an effect  on these items. The peer group serves 
many functions for adolescents, Goodman ( 2969) has sugqested tha t  the 
peer qroup serves as a transitional world hetween dependency and 
autonomy. These findings suqgest that the developmental process of d i  s- 
engaging the family i s  occwring in a t 1  three qroups. 
An interest ing findi na was that adolescents from "mother-only" 
famil ies  reaorted more involvement i n  y o u t h  clubs and school extra- 
curricul a r  act ivi  t ies .  Possibly the chi1 dren from these "father-absent" 
famil ies  were encouraged by their  mothers t o  join these ac t iv i t i e s .  
Most mothers i n  t h i s  type of family  have t o  work outside the home, and 
the main problem besettinq these families sepm to be financial 
problems (Coletta,  1 9 7 9 ) .  School extra-curri cular ac t iv i t i e s  would pro- 
vide entertainment a t  minimal cost. Also the adolescents themselves 
might prefer t o  be in these clubs as a n  out le t  or expression of he- 
1 onging t o  a g r o u p  that  i s  under the direction of an adui t. 
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It shoul  d  be noted t h a t  we have t o  be conservat ive i n  1 n t e r -  
p r e t i  ng t hese  r e s u l  t s .  Recause of t h e  number o f  d i  f f e r e n t  t e s t s  of s i q -  
n i f i c a n c e  t h a t  were conducted, some o f  the  f i n d i n g s  cou ld  be s i g n i f i c a n t  
by chance alone. 
Some au tho rs  e x t o l  t h e  b e n e f i c i a l  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  presence of a  
s t e p f a t h e r  o r  f a t h e r  sur rogate on the  development o f  c h l l  dren, par-  
t i c u l  a r l y  ma le  c h i l d r e n .  Oshman and Flanosevi t z  f 1976) found male c o l -  
l e g e  s tuden ts ,  b o t h  those who had s tep fa the rs  and those who had never 
e x p e r i e n c e d  father-absence d i d  n o t  d i f f e r  f rom each o t h e r  on measures of 
p s y c h o s o c i a l  f unc t i on i ng .  Bt l t  bo th  groups scored h igher  than sub jec t s  
f r o m  f a t h e r - a b s e n t  f a m i l i e s  i n  which no f a t h e r  sur rogate was p resen t .  
I n  t h e  p r e s e n t  study, no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  beween f a m i l y  t ypes  
was found. The fa ther -absen t  adolescents showed no d i f f e r e n c e  i n  s e l f -  
esteem f r om ado lescen ts  from o the r  f am i l y  types, u n l i k e  Oshman and 
Manosewi t ' s  respondents.  Again, f i n d i n g  no d i f f e r e n c e  i n  f a m i l y  t ype  
couf d sugges t  i n c r e a s i n q  s o c i e t a l  acceptance o f  t he  fa ther -absen t  
f a m i l y .  
I t ' s  wor thy  t o  no te  t h a t  the  l e n g t h  of t ime t h a t  these adoles- 
c e n t s  have been i n  a  s tepfami ly  o r  mother-only f am i l y  cou ld  d e f i n i t e l y  
c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  f i n d i  ngs i n  t h i s  study. Jess ie  Rernard (1972) a s s e r t s  
t h a t  ve ry  younq and very o l d  ( a d u l t )  o f f s p r i n g  s u f f e r  fewer nega t i ve  
e f f e c t s  f rom t h e  a s s i m i l a t i o n  o f  a  s tepparent  i n t o  t h e  fami l y  u n i t  than  
do ado lescen ts .  I n  t h e  p resen t  study, on l y  e i g h t  adolescents  have l i v e d  
i n  a s t e p f a m i l y  less  than  two years. 
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tepparentinq general ly and s tepfa ther ing speci f i c a l  1 
have posi t ive  or negative e f f e c t s  on chi l  dren i n  reconsti t u t e d  fami l  es 
s a question t h a t  can be resolved only when variables such as  age of 
a t  time of reconst i tu t ion,  length of time spent j n  a  mother-only 
family ,  income* and other fac tors  are controlled. Some of the negative 
connota t ions  a t t r i bu t ed  to  Stepparents may be the e f f ec t  of soci ocul - 
t u r a l  condi t i on i  nf4 (Jenki ns, 1978). Stepfami 1 i e s  have been cul turaf  ly 
d i  sadvantaqed families.  In a1 l  socie t ies ,  t a l e s  o f  wicked stepmothers 
a r e  a p a r t  of the l j  terary heritaqe, while a t  in tervals  a cruel step- 
f a t h e r  appears i n  the l i t e r a t u r e  (Visher and Visher, 1979).  The Gems 
desc r ib ing  s tepre la t ionships  may accurately r e f l e c t  a t t i t udes  towards 
those  r e f  a t ionsh ips  and explain why social science l i t e r a t u r e  and re- 
search has neglected the stepfather and his  stepchild (Boweman R I r i sh ,  
1962;  Leslie,  1973). Cultural and re l ig ious  inhibit ions agains t  divorce 
and the  remarriage of widows are diminishing b u t  s t i l l  do e x i s t  i n  some 
s i t u a t i o n s  (Bernard, 1956;  S m i t h ,  1953; Blaine, 1963; Pospishil ,  1967) .  
Caution must prevail when interpret ing the r e su l t s  of t h i s  study, 
e  speci a1 ly pertaininq t o  the nu1 1 hypothesis. Greenwald ( 1975) has ex- 
pl i c i  t l y  out1 i  ned the consequences of accepting the nu1 1 hypothesis* 
F D ~  the  present  research, the "no  differences" finding does not mean the 
1 hypothesis 4 s supported, j u s t  n u t  rejected. In t h i s  pa r t i cu l a r  
s t u d y ,  exp lana t ions  for the lack of s ign i f i can t  differences could be t h e  
s3a1 1 sample s ize ,  a n d  possibly the i t? .Sensf t iv i t~  of  the d e p e n d e n t  
measure. In order to accept the nu1 1 hypothesis, this study 
t o  he rep1 i caten wi t h la rger  sampl t? groups* However, the l ack  Of 
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family,  they found the experience o f  living in a stepfamily can be posi- 
t i v e ,  neqative or mixed--just as in the intact  biological family. 
For fur ther  research, i t  woul d be suggested to  study the e f f ec t s  
of extra-parental figures and how they provide addi tional models f o r  
s tepchi l  dren givi ng them another way of trying on l i f e  and viewing " t h e  
world. 
Final ly ,  i t  would be o f  in te res t  to study children in these three 
farn-ily types prospectively and t e s t  the development of children through 
adolescence and adul thood. 
The r e su l t s  of th i s  sttady could also be limited because of the 
type in  instruments used in testing. Both instruments relied on se l f -  
r epor t s ,  and were admi ni stered only to adolescents. Another limi t a t i  on 
i s t h a t  i t  was not possible t o  interview tthse adolescertts. I t  also 
woul d have been beneficial to  interview both them and the i r  narents and 
s tepparents .  As wi t R  any family research, a l l  family m~tvbers need t o  be 
taken in to  account. The differences in stepfamil i e s  themselves caul d 
mer i t  a t ten t ion ,  for  exam~le, the stepfather could have children of h i s  
own in  the marriage, and  t h i s  could affect his relationship ui t h  h i s  
s tepchil  d .  
Also, some important factors n o t  explored in th i s  study may 
great1 y moderate d i  fferences between family types. Additional questions 
would be beneficial to examine such variables as ( 1 )  d o  b o t h  parents (o r  
parent  and stepparent) work?; ( 2 3  how much support does the fami 1~ re- 
ceive from extended family?; ( 3 )  what i s  the current child custody ar- 
rangement?; ( 4 )  howmuch responsibil i tydoes theex-Spouse t a k e  i n  
r a i s inq  the c h i 1  dren ( i n  father-absent and stepfamilies)? 
TABLE I 
Scores on the P i  ers-Harris Self-Concept T e s t  
Scale Across Age Croups 
Sca l e  2* 
( In  te1  l e c tua l  
and School l 
Sca le  3* 
( Physical 
Appearance) 
Sca le  4 
( A n x i e t y  1 
11 years 12 years 13 years 14-15 years 
Scale  5 M 49.7826 48,9167 50.6620 51.9948 
( P o p u l  a r i  ty'1 - ?a 10.2068 10.3814 9.4468 9.6965 
Sca l e  6" P4 57.6957 53.7OOO 50.0423 54.0635 
( Happiness and 5 D 5.9957 8.1330 11.2026 9.1895 
-
S a t i  s f a c t i o n )  
T o t a l  Score !J 59.5652 55.6167 52.3944 54.0317 
- 
S D 8.0047 8.6477 9.0593 8.3298 
-
*Age Difference - p < $ 0 5  
TABLE I1 
Scores on the Piers-Harri s  Self -Concept T e s t  
Scale A s  A Function of Family Type 
Intact  Family Male and 
Male C Female Step fami  1 y 
Mother 
Only 
Scale 1 M 50.2149 48.0000 
- ( ~e havi o r  j sn 8.8461 11.0050 
-
Scale  2 - M 52.0744 413.8378 
( In te l  lectuaf - SD 9.2088 31.9873 
and School) 
Scale 3 M 51.9917 50.4324 
(Physical - 3-1 11.1971 12.7879 
Appearance) 
Scale 4 
(Anxiety) 
Scale  5 
( Popularity) 
S c a l e  6 
( Wappi ness and 
Sa t i s f ac t ion )  
To ta l  Score 
FIGURE 1 
P i e r s - H a r r i  s Sub-Scales which showed a s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f fe rence  a s  a func- 
t i o n  o f  age. 
Sub-Scal es 
I-I I n t e l l e c t u a l  -School 
0-0 Physical Appearance 
X-X Happiness 
AGE 
FIGURE 2 
Item 1 2  - T i n e  Spen t  w i t h  Group o f  Fr iends 
t 
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FIGURE 3 
Item 20 - Mean Frequency o f  P u n i s h m e n t  by Mother 
F I G U R E  4 
Fami 1y Types P a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  A c t i v i t i e s  
I 
I 
FATHER STEPFATHER ONL 
1 
E X T R A C U R R I C U L A R  A C T I V I T I E S  \ YOUTH CLUBS 
APPENDIX I 
Activi t i e s  Ouestionnaire 
We need a few minutes of your time to answer these questions about your 
a c t i v i  t e s  and how you feel about yourself. This questionnaire will be 
used t o  h e l p  understand other students your age. 
There  i s  no way to  i d e n t i f y  your answers w i t h  your name, You need n o t  
b e  concerned t h a t  anyone will k n o ~  how you have answered the questions. 
D O  NOT SIGN Y O U R  NAME t o  t h e  questionnaire. 
Answer a l l  questions a s  Lhouqhtfully and as honestly as you can, There 
a r e  no r i g h t  or wrong answers. 
Thank you f o r  your help. 
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In  your family,  who punishes you? ( C i r c l e  one number on each line) 
Never 
19. 1 
20. 1 
2 1. 1 
22. 1 
2 3 ,  1 
24. 1 
25.  k 
26. 1 
Some times O f  ten Always 
2 3 4 
2 3 4 
2 3 4 
2 3 4 
2 3 4 
2 3 4 
2 3 4 
2 3 4 
Doesn @t Apply 
t o  my Family 
5 father 
5 mother 
5 stepfather 
5 stepmother 
5 mother's boy friend 
5 father's girlfriend 
5 guardi anlfos ter parent 
5 other relatives 
27.  Think about l a s t  week. How many hours each school day did you ~ o r k  
around the house on household jobs? (Circle one number) 
0-1 hr. 2 hrs. 3 hrs. 4 hrs. 5 krs. 
1 2 3 4 5 
28. Thi rrk about l a s t  week. Wow much time each school day dl'd you spend 
a t  home, not including asleep time? (Circle one number) 
0-2 krs, 3-4 hrs. 5-6 hrs. 7-8 hrs. 9-10 hrs. 
I 2 3 4 5 
29. T h i n k  about l a s t  week. tiow much time each school day did you spend 
a t  work away from home? (Circle one number) 
0-2 hrs. 3-4 hrs. 5-0- hrs. 7-8 hrs. 9-10 hrs. 
1 2 3 4 5 
Circ le  yes o r  no, 
30. yes no Have your best friends met your mother? 
31. yes no Wave your best friends met your father? 
32. yes no If  you have a stepparent, have your best friends met 
h imjher? 
33. yes no If  you have a guardian, have your best friends met 
him/her? 
34. yes no Do you l i ke  t o  d o  thins w i t h  your friends a t  your house? 
Wow a r e  you punished? (Ci r le  yes or no) 
35.  yes no Verbal punishment (qett inq yelled a t )  
36.  yes no Physical punishment 
37. yes no Having privi leqes taken away 
38. yes no Grounded 
39. yes no Extra work a t  home 
40. Do you find i t  d i f f i c u l t  acceptinq punishment from a p"@"? 
( C i r c l e  one number) 
very somewhat nei ther d i  fficui t somewhat very 
easy easy nor easy d i f f icu l t  diff icul t  
1 7 3 4 5 
4 1. I f  you have a s t e p p a r e n t ,  d o  you f f n d  i t  d i f f i c u l t  accept ing 
p u n i  s h m e n t  from them? ( C i r c l e  one number) 
v e r y  somewhat n e i t h e r  d i  f f i c u l  t somewhat ve ry 
e a s y  e a s y  n o r  e a s y  d i f f f c u l t  d i f f i c u l t  
1 2 3 4 5 
42, Who a r e  t h e  a d u l t s  t h a t  you l i v e  wi th?  ( C i r c l e  O N E  number) 
I m o t h e r  and f a t h e r  6  f a t h e r  only 
2 f a t h e r  and s t e p m o t h e r  7  mother only 
3 f a t h e r  and g i r l f r i e n d  8 grandparents  o r  o t h e r  
4 m o t h e r  and s t e p f a t h e r  r e1  a t i v e s  
5 m o t h e r  a n d  b o y f r i e n d  9 f o s t e r  pa ren t s  o r  guardians 
T h i n k  a b o u t  the a d u l t s  t h a t  you l i v e  with.  Answer t h e  following ques- 
t i o n s  i f  t h e y  a p p l y  t o  you. 
43. I f  you a r e  l i v i n g  w i t h  your  f a the r  and stepmother,  how long have 
y o u  been l i v i  ng wi t h  them? ( C i r c l e  one answer) 
0-2 y r s .  3 - 4 y r s .  5 - 6 y r s .  7 - 8 y r s .  9 + y r s .  
44 .  I f  you a r e  l i v i n g  w i t h  your  mother and s t e p f a t h e r ,  how long have 
you  b e e n  1 i v i  ng w i  t h  t b m ?  ( C i r c l e  one answer) 
0 - 2 y r s .  3 - 4 y r s .  5 - 6 y r s .  7 - 8 y r s .  9 4 y r s .  
45. If you a r e  l i v i n g  w i  t k  your  mother only,  how long have you been 
1 i v i n g  w i t h  her on ly?  ( C i r c l e  one answer) 
0 - 2 y r s .  3 - 4 y r s .  5 - 6 y r s .  7 - 8 y r s .  9 + y r s .  
46 .  I f  YOU a r e  l i v i n q  w i t h  your  f a t h e r  on ly ,  how lonq have you been 
I i v i  ng w i  t h  him o n l y ?  ( C i r c l e  one answer) 
0-2 y r s .  3-4 y r s ,  5-6 y r s .  7-8 y r s .  9+ yrs.  
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